"REMARKS 


 UPOM A; 
POSITION, 
The Ricur Re . the 


Lord Biſhop of Bangor 
CONCERNING 
Religious Sincerity. 

WHEREIN | 
The Conſequences of this Post rio are fully 


ſtated, and his Lordſhip's s pretended D BM O' N= 
STRATLON Is ſhewn to be ineoncluſtve. 0 


2 


uh HENRT STEBBING, M. A. 


— ————— 


Rector of RicxixchalL in Sv FFOLK, and late 
Fellow of St. Carrarines-HALL in Cambridge. 


To which is grefix's aPR E FACE by the 
Reverend the DEAN of Chicheſter. 


The Second Edition. 


1 0 N. B % NW 
Printed for Henry CLements, at the Half Moor 
in St. Paul's Chureh-Nard. 2778. 


— 
* — * 
- 
%*” p 
9 
. 
* 
* 
* ww? I > 
1 
7 * 
i 
x 
I's £ 


* 


r 


i (1 R 
OO 285 Se eee 


8 N 


ot 
| Be 


$ TO THE 


| | | k | 
a | | 
"0 \% 
* 4 
7 5 of 
. 


. HE following Treatif e will give every 
8B Jjudicious Reader ſo true an Idea of the 
Abilities of its Author, that I think it 
” needleſs for me to tell the World what I 
' know of him. The trueſt Character of any Writer is 
that which naturally ariſes from his Performance; and 
I would not be ſo unjuſt to my Friend, as to give any 
one reaſon to ſuſpect that he owes the Opinion he ſhall 
bade of him, to any Hand but his own. 
* The C harge the Committee upon the Lord Bi ſhop 
: of Bangor with reſpect to his Doctrine of Sincerity, 
is in its main Parts ſo fully cleared in the following 
Treatiſe, that I ſee no occaſion there can be to conſider 
it over again. One Paſſage indeed there is relating 
T0 this Had which the Author has not undertaken to 
indicate, and the reaſon is, becauſe he was not en- 
A 3 tirely 


Th 
tirely ſatisfied with it, as appears in his former Trea- | 
tiſe *, hether that Paſſage in the Repreſentation © 


The PR E B A C E. 


be defen le of no [ball in nc Time be conſidered: 
in the er while the World has an n f 
before them that this Gentleman did not enter into 


this Controverſy with a Party Zgal, and a Determi- 
nation to ſupport the Charge of the Committee right © 
or wrong, but with an honeſt and impartial Regard 


to Truth, mhere- eder it was, in hit Judgment, to le 


found. 3 
In his former Treatiſe, which is a Defence of the 
firſt Part of the Repreſentation upon the Head of 


Church Authority, he has ſo carefully weighed and 


the Sermon which gave Occaſion to the Charge, and 


ſo el 4 purſucd his Lordſhip thro? all his 1urnings 


and Windings, and ſo plainly proved that the Do- 


ctrines, as well of his Anſwer to the Committee, as 
of his Sermon, ſubvert all Government and Diſci- 


pline in the Church 7 Chriſt, that till I ſee nem rea- 
ſor to the contrary, I ſhall reckon the Committee fully 
Juſtified thus far in the Part they acted; for however 
Men may differ in their Opinions, and ſome may think 
that the Biſhop deſerves well for his worthy Endea- 
wours to ſubvert all Church Authority, yet. I verily 


think it can no longer be a Queſtion whether he in- 


tended to ſubvert it or no. And this is the Point 
between his Lordſhip and the Committee. OR 


Fur my own part, when T conſider the Method of 
bis Loraſhip's Anſwer to the Repreſentation, and 
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conſidered the Biſbop of Bangor's Anſwer to the Com- 
mittte op that Head, together with the Poſitidns of 


Xx ut rl r . i. 


* ſes 4. ON 
- * 


S eee 


to the R E A D E R. in 
— fee how carefully and reſolutely he avoids declari 
tation what one Branch of Authority he allows to the Chri- 
ſtian Church, inſiſting nevertheleſs that he has not 
. denied all Authority; upon which Plea, if Iſſue muſt 
le joined, the only Point in Debate will. be concerning 
the Meaning of certain Paſſages in his Loraſhip's 
right Sermon; when | ſee this, I ſay, I am ſurprized to 
degard hear his Lordſhip declaring to the World that he is 
, Fo be engaged in a Subject of the utmoſt Importance to the 
future and preſent Happineſs of Mankind; for 
of the © ſurely it cannot be of ſuch Conſequence to the World 
ead of to know what his Lordſhip means by properly, abſo- 


d and lutely, or by an Hundred more ſuch Words; and if 
Com- the Controverſy is never to riſe above this noble Point, 
idns of is pity that one Sheet more of Paper ſhould be loſt in 
„ and Purſuit of it. It had been of much more Service to 


rnings _ the Cauſe of Truth, and of Religion, if his Lordſhip, 
„e Do- inſtead of writing between 3 and 400 Pages to tell us 
ee, as what he did not mean, had been pleaſed to publiſh 
Diſci- Ten only to inform us what he does mean,' and what 
wrea- Authority he pretends to aſſert in conſequence of his 
e fully often repeated Plea, that he has not denied All. His 
weve? = Lordſhip has publickly told us that he intends to go on 
y think in this Cane, and if he does, I call upon him by all 
zudea- the Regard that is due to Truth, to Religion, to the 
verily Goſpel, and to the Church of Chrilt, to /ay without 
he in- Diſguiſe what Authority he allows to the Church; 
Point © this is a Point that well deferves to be treated with 
Ee Openneſs, Plainneſs, and Sincerity; and whenever 
bod of his Loraſhip ſhall take this Part, I will be ready to ao 

either him or the Cauſe Juſtice, by ſubſcribing to 


ly ane 


bis Judgment, or by ſhewing the Reaſons why I can- 


* 
not, REL 
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I was once in my Thoughts to take this Opportuni. 
ty of vindicating that Paſſage in the Repreſentation 
relating to Sincerity, which the Author of the follow- 
— 3 has not entred into, but I found it would 
| carry me beyond the Bounds of a Preface, and require 
more Time than my preſent Engagements will allow 
me; I (hall therefore only ſay what may be ſufficient 
150 ſhew the true Meaning x the Paſſage, and leave 


the Proſecution of the Argument to another Seaſon. 


The Paſſage is this : 
From this pretended Demonſtration-his Lord- 
U ſhip infers,“ If this were duly and impartially 
* conſider'd, it would be impoſſible for Men to 
' *# unchriſtian, unchurch, or declare out of 
| © God's Favour, any of their Fellow Creatures, 
upon any leſſer, or indeed any other Conſide- 
ration, than that of a wicked Diſhoneſty and 
« Infincerity ; of which, in theſe Caſes, God 
alone is Judge.” ; 59 4 
If it be true that there is but one Conſiderati- 
on, vi. that of wi:ked Diſhoneſty and Inſince- 
rity, which will juſtify unchriſtianing, unchurch- 
ing, or declaring out of God's Fayour, and of 
that one Conſideration, in theſe Cafes, God 
alone is Judge, there is evidently an End of all 
Church Authority, to oblige any to external 
l Communion, and of all Power, that one Man, 
in what Station ſoever, can have over another, 
| in Matters of Religion. * 


— — —_— 1 — — * — — 


* Report of the Committee, OR. Edit, P. 12. 


do che RE A D E R. v 


Ms - The Points here maintained by his Lordſhip are, 
on That there is but one Reaſon in the Caſes referred to 
22 for unchriſtianing. Oc. viz. wicked Diſhoneſty 
ad and Infincerity, and that of this one Reaſon G 
ire alone is Judge. | DN | 
low . The Conſequence then drawn by the Committee 
ent from his Lordſhip's Doctrine is undeniable ; for if 
= 


” "There be in theſe Caſes but one Reaſon for unchri- 
g ſtianing, Oc. and of that Reaſon God alone is Judge, 
eis evident that in theſe Caſes there is no room for 
the Church to exerciſe any Authority by unchriſtian- 
ing, &c. For if the Church grounds a Sentence upon 
any thing but Inſincerity, it errs in acting upon a 
Reaſon, which his Loraſbip declares to be no Rea- 
ſon. If it judges of Sincerity, it pretends to judge 
where tis impoſſible it ſhould, God alone being Judge 
in this Point. Since therefore the Church ought not 
to att without Reaſon, ſince in this Caſe there is no 
Reaſon for it to att upon, the Church is evidently 
excluded from acting at all, or having any Concern 
in theſe Caſes. 

The Committee, who maintain that the Charch has 
ſuch Authority, are, I think, bound, in anſwer to his 
\ Lordlſhip's Poſition, to ſhew at leaſt one of theſe two 
This, either that the Church may have in theſe 
© Caſes ſufficient Evidence of Inſincerity, or that there 
1 are ſufficient Reaſons to exclude Men from the Com- 
munion of Chriſtians, without entring into the Conſi- 

 deration of their Sincerity or Inſincerity. 
I 35915 is the true State of the Caſe. And that tis 
— Diuſlfible oftentimes to judge of Men's Inſincerity in 
= the Choice they make of external Communion , is 
| OE 


* 


vi The P R E FA C BE. 
one of thoſe things of which no Man of a plain Un- 


 derſtanding can doubt. Do me not every Day ſee 


how wantonly and peeviſhly Men ſeparate from the 


eſtabliſh'd Church? How common a thing it is for 
alittle Diſpute between the Parſon and his Pariſhio- 


ner, to end in the Pariſhioner”s forſaking the Church 
And wh:n we ſee Men hurried into the Meetings 
Houſes by their Paſſions and Reſentment, and revi- 
ling the Church in which they were born and bred, 
only becauſe they could not get Twenty Shillings, or 
perhaps but Twenty Pence, abated in their Offerings 
or Church Rates, ſhall we be afraid of ſaying that 
ſuch Men are diſhoneſt in their Choice, and uſe the 
Indulgence granted to tender Conſciences only as a 
Pais, whilſt they att without any Conſcience 
at all? | 512 
As to the other Caſe. Let it be ſuppoſed if a 
Number of Men ſhould form themſelves into a Com- 
munion upon Terms directly oppoſite to thoſe laid 
down in the Goſpel, that they ſhould, for Inſtance, 
reject the Uſe of the Sacraments, declare the & crip- 
tures to be a dead Letter, and deny that Chriſt came 
in the Heſb, &c. here now is an external Communion; 
ſuch as it is, and let his Lordſhip tell us whether the 
Church of Chriſt may declare the Men of this Com- 
munion to be no Chriſtians upon Account their 
Dactrines and Practices held in Oppoſition to the 
Goſpel, or whether it muſt maintain that theſe 
Dottrines joined to Sincerity become the Terms of 
the Goſpel, and entitle Men to the Privileges of 
Chriſtianity? _ | 


In all Caſes of this nature, if | you ſuppoſe Men 4 


fo att with Sincerity, jou muſt alfo ſappoſe their 
en +. Sin- 


tothe READER vii 


Sincerity to be attended with great Ignorance and 


the Goſpel with Sincerity, jou muſt either ſay that 
. the Sincerity is attended with Ignorance and Weak- 
neſs, or you muſt ſay that the Terms of the Goſpel 
are ſuch; that an honeſt ſincere Man -after a full 
Examination, may; and ought to reject them: His 
© Lordſhip, I preſume, will hardly affirm this; and 
therefore he muſt allow us to ſay; that by Sincerity, 
in the preſent Caſe at leaſt, he means no more than 
2 Mans acting according to his preſent Opinion, 
- without conſidering whether ſuch Opinion ariſes from 
the due Exerciſe of Reaſon, or from Poſſion and 
Prejudice: For remove Ignorance and Paſſion out 
e the Caſe; and where is the Sincerity which will 
* refuſe to ſubmit to ſuch Terms of Communion as the 
Goſpel has made neceſſary, or indeed to ſuch as are 
am. in their own Nature indifferent, and required only 
laid for the ſake of external Order and Decency ? 


mee, This is the true State of the Caſe. 

erip® | The only Diffitulty now is, to aſcertain the true 
rame | Meaning of his Lordſpip*s Words, to unchriſtian, 
ion, unchurch, or declare out of God's Favour. | 
"the > To unchriſtian, muſt, I think, mean to declare 


= @ Man to have forfeited the Rights of a Chriſtian : 
Jo unchurch, muſt mean to throw a Man out of the 
* Communion 7 the Church : Thus far I ſbould hope 
or his Lordſhip's Conſent to what I ſay. The third 
25 of, Expreſſion is, to declare out of God's Favour : 
2 of | There are two ways of underſl anding theſe e Words 5 

, 3 either 2 Favour of God you mean, that Favour 
Men 2 which he has publiſhed, declared, and promiſed to 
2 Mankind thro the Means provided in the Goſpel ; 
A - B 


or 


Weakneſs; for when Men rejett the very Terms of 


- 


vil The PREFACE. 
or you mean in general that Goodneſs and Mercy of 
God, which, for ought we know; he may extend be- 
ond the Limits of the Goſpel, even to ſuch perhaps 
1 as have in the Sincerity of their Hearts, and in 
| the Weakneſs of their Underſtandings (for theſe 
| two things muſt go together ) rejected the Conditions 
! of the Goſpel : But jarely *tis highly reaſonable to 
{ underſtand a Chriſtian Biſhop, aud in a Controverſy 
1 relating to the Church of Chriſt, in the firſt Senſe. 
His Lordſhip ſpeaks of unchriſtianing, unchurch- 
ing, declaring out of God's Favour, relation 
to one and the ſame thing; it muſt therefore be 
ſuppoſed that the three Expreſſions have ſome re- 
lation to one another, and conſequently, that by 
the Favour of God, he means that Favonr which 
we are entitled to as Chriſtians and Members 
of the Church; but as Chriſtians and Members of © 
the Church, we are concerned only with that Fa- 
vour of God, the Terms of which he has declared 
in the Goſpel. Beſides, the Subject which his Lora- 
ſhip was treating on, ſeems neceſſarily to require 
this Senſe of the Words: Church Authority was 
the Subject; but the Church having nothing to as 
to Judge one way or other about the Favour of God, 
| but only as he has declared it in the Goſpel, and as ( 
he has committed the Diſpenſation of it to his Charch © - 
under the Uſe of the Means, and Rules preſcribed by 
himſelf, it cannot conſiſt:ntly be ſuppoſed that his 
| Loraſpip in this Argument ſpoke of it in any other 
| Senſe. 2 
bo to clear this Matter, I add; that if his Lord- | * 
ſhip ſhall declare, that he did not mean the Favour | 
of Gia as promiſed upon the Terms of the Goſpel, * 


Hri 
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at His 


other 


Lord- 


aUour © 


zoſpel, Iafirmities forbi 


but 


y to the R E A D E R. ix. 
but that general Favour which he may extend to all 


1 whoſe Circumſtances ſhall recommend them as Oljects 


of of Mercy : In Anſwer io it. I ſay, that the Church 


has no Concern in this Part of his Aſſertion : it na- 
ver did, it never can pretend to medale with, or to 


declare any thing about the uncovenanted Meraes of 


God: The Goſpel is its Rule; it declares thoſe only 


1 to be out of the Favour of God who reject the Goſpel, 


and the Means of Salvation there offered, or who 
live in open Diſobedience to the Precepts therein 
contained. 
But if his Lordſhip ſhall own, that by the Favour 
* of God he means the Favour of God as declared 
in the Goſpel, upon the Terms of which we are admit- 
ted to be Diſciples of Chriſt, and Members of the 
( burch, then I deny that there is but one Reaſon, viz, 
| wicked Diſhoneſty and Inſincerity for declaring 
Men out of God's Favour ;, and my Reaſon is, be- 
cauſe I will not ſay that every Man who does not 
receive all that the Goſpel has made n:ceſſary, is 
wickedly, i. e. knowingly and wilfully Inſincere: 
But thoſe who do not receive, or who reject the Con- 


4 ditions of the Goſpel, are no Chriſtians, and the 
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Church has a Right to declare them ſo; or which 


comes to the [ame thing, to declare them to have uo 


® Title to God's Favour as it is ſet forth by Chriſt 
* Jeſus. i 
* The Caſe is nom clear: If his Lordſhip means only 
that ſuch Sincerity as is attended with Weakneſs and 
Ianorance (for of ſuch Sincerity in the preſent Caſe 
he muſt ſpeak ) will be a compaſſionate Plea for 
avour or Mercy, I hade no Iuclination (my onn 
4 me to have any) to diſpute it with 
„ bm: 


. 
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him: But then I beg of his Lordſhip to tell me what 
this has to do in an Argument of Church Power : 
did he ever hear that the C 2 Church pre- 
tended to be the Diſpenſer of God's uncovenanted 
Mercies, which would be in Truth to make Rules for 
God, whereas the Church muſt ever hold it fo 
bound to judge only according to the Rules made by 
God; and whilſt it does ſo, it is ſo far from being 
chargeable with the extravagant Preſumption of obli- 
ging God to execute its Sentence, that the Church does 
in truth paſs no Sentence of its own, but ſpeaks in 
Obedience to the Obligation it finds it ſelf under to 
publiſh and declare the Sentence of God. | 

But if his Lordſhip means that this Sincerity is 
ſuch a Plea or Title to the Pavour of God, that no 
other 'Terms of obtaining it ought to be inſiſted on ; he 
muſt argue this Point not with the Church, but with 
an higher Power, the Author of the Goſpel. The 


Church has no Right to declare am Terms or Means 


of Salvation, but what are declared in the Goſpel. 
His Loradfhip then before he blames the Church for de- 
claring the Favour of God upon other Terms than Sin- 
cerity alone, muſt ſhew that the only Term or Con- 
dition of Salvation provoſed in the Goſpel is Sinceri- 
ty : he muſt ſhew that when we are required to be bap- 
tized, the Meaning is, that we ſhould fincerely ac- 
cept, or ſincerely refuſe Baptiſm ; that when we are 
commanded to believe in Jeſus Chriſt, the Meaning 
only 2, that we ſhould either ſincerely believe in 
him, or ſizcerely reject him; that when we are re- 
quired not to forſake the aſſembling our ſelves to- 
8 r, the Meaning is, that we ſhould either ſincere- | 
9 go to Church, or ſincerely ſtay away; that when 


to the READER. | xi 
we are commanded to continue the Memory of the 


Death of Chriſt ill his coming again, the Meaning 
only #s, that we ſhould either ſincerely do it, or ſin- 
4 cerely let ĩt alone : In a W. ord, that the Preachers 

of the Goſpel ſhou'd confine themſelves to this one 


Speech, © Men and Brethren, this is the Method of 
« Salvation, whith God thro Chriſt has offered to the 


7 « World; bat if you like any other Way better, better 
it is that you ſbou d follow your own Opinion.” 


© This Dottrine of Sincerity, his Lordſhip, you ſee, 


7 applys to the Caſe of difference in Communion, and 


particularly to the difference between Popiſh and 
Proteſtant Communion, and affirms, that a ſincere 
Papiſt is in juſt the ſame Caſe with a ſincere Pro- 
ſtant; and therefore the Committee rightly obſer- 
ved that he left no Difference (as to the Favour of 


God) between the two Communions ; for if Sincerity 
in one Communion is as good a Title to the Favour 


F God, as Sinterit) in the other, what poſſible diffe- 


rence, in this reſpect, can there be? I ast his Lord- 


* ſhip now, whether it be not againſt the Doctrine of 
the Goſpel, and of natural Religion too, to pay Wor- 


ſhip and Adoration to Creatures in the manner the 


(Church of Rome requires: If he ſays it is not, it will 


then be manifeſt whoſe Principles tend moſt ta Popery 
his Lordſbip's or his Ad verſaries: But if he ſays, 
that it is contrary to the Rules of the Goſpel to pay 
ſuch Worſhip, I then ask him, whether he thinks that 


g when the Goſpel forbids Creature Morſbip, the only 


Meaning is, that Men ought either ſincerely to wor- 
ſhip Creatures, or ſincerely not to do it: If his 
Lordſhip will not aſſert this Interpretation, he muſt 
then own that every ſincere Papiſt offends againſt _ 
h Ft Rules 


9 
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Rules of the Goſpel; and if after this he will ſtill 
maintain, that a ſincere Papilt has the fame Title to 
the Favour of God, as a ſincere Proteſtant, he muſt 
jay, that as to the Favour of God, à ſincere Diſo- 
bedience to the Goſpel, is juſt as good as a ſincere 
Obedience. | 

yon his Lordſbip's Principles, I cannot ſee with 
what Reaſon or Conſcience he can ever endeavouy to 
convert a Papiſt : Let us ſuppoſe. his Lordſhip to 
attempt it, and let the Papiſt ſay to him, For what 
« Purpoſe would your Lordſhip convert me? I am at 
« preſent free from Doubts, and ſincere in the Pro- 
« ion of Popery, and your Loraſhip has told me, 
&« that I am therefore in as good à Caſe, as full 
&« extitled to the Favour of God, as if 1 were 4 2 
« cere Proteſtant; what Advantage then do you pro- 
& poſe to me by a Change? Is there any other reaſon, 
te -beſiacs the Hopes of God's Favour, for which Men 
« ought to change their Religion? How this is to 


be anſwered upon his Lordſhip's Loney I profeſs 


1 know not; and were I of bis Lardſhip's Opinion, 
I ſbould think it one of the wickedeſt things in the 
Moria, to diſturb any Man in his ſettled and ſincerely 
embraced Errors in Religion; for ſince thoſe Errors 
certainly entitle him to God's Favour, ſince an At- 
tempt to remove them may poſſibly raiſe Doubts and 
Scruples, and put it out of the Man's Power to. att 
with ſo clear a 'Perſwaſion of being in the right as he 
did before, how could I juſtify my ſelf to God or Man 
in bazarding unneceſſarily my Neighbour*s Title to 
the Favour of God, which ſtood ſecured by an happy 
Ignorance, and Prejudices ſo ſtrong that they aamitx 
igd no Doubts? 2 42 


Nay © 3 


. to the READER. X11" 
Fill Na further; if there be no real difference in this 
o 0 aſe between Truth and Falſhood ; if he who believes 
uſt * a Lye ſincerel), and he who embraces the Truth 
0. | ſmeerely, are equally in the Favour of God, to what 


ere End was Truth brought down from Heaven? Why 

was th: Goſpel publiſh:d, and the World diſturbel 
ith XZ with the Light, ſince it was before not only at Eaſe 
to but equally \ecure in Darkneſs ? His Lordſhip will 


” anſwer perhaps that Truth is a real Good, that 
hat there is an eſſential difference between Truth and 
Fulſbood: Away with this Metaphyfic.al Goodneſs; the 
* Queſtion is, how Truth is better to the Purpoſe of 
Religion than Falſhood, ſince if you add a ſintere 
Perſvaſio to both, both becomesthe ſame thing, and 
are equally entitled io the Favour of God. 

Ste Paul tells us, that upon ſome Sort of Sinners 
G odd ſhall ſend a ſtrong Deluſion that they ſhou'd 
bdelieve a Lye; believe it they cannot, without beiz 
ſincerely perſwaded of it, and conſequently upon his 
Lordſbips Principles they muſt be entitled to the Fa- 
* wour of God, if they act according to the Ly2 they be- 
* lieve: And thus in the Biſhops Scheme, that 1s the 
ſureſt, nay, the only Title to God's Favour, which 
In St. Paul's is not only the Forerunner, but often- 
= times the immediate Effect of his Vengeance. 

Upon theſe Principles there is nothing in which 
Men are capable of deceiving themſelves, but it ma 
be juſtiſed. His Lordſhip has applied theſe Princt« 
piles to Popery, and expreſy taught that ſincere Pa- 
piſts are juitified by his Rule. Let us hear now from 
his own Mouth what it is that Sincerity does juitify in 
this Inſtance: Popery, he tells us, is a Religion 
Which wherever it is receiv'd, muſt act univer- 
ſally 
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fally and equally in the ſame Way: It is 4 
Religion which leaves nothing to Variety of 
Tempers or Principles, but layeth the ſame 
Neceſſity on all thoſe who receive it, either to 
ſacrifice all the World to it, or to be ſacriſi- 
ced to it themſel ves ae "gs 
Tell me Sincerity what art than! (O dea certe!) 
that can it entitle thoſe to the Favour of God, who 
are univerſally. and equally. bent to ſet the World 
on Fire, for the Sake of a falſe corrupt Perſwaſion! 
that can ſt diſſolve all the Bands of natural and 
revealed Religion, and ſanctify even the Cruelties 
an Inquiſition ! That can ſt juitify all the Forms of 
ror and Impietywhich ever a deluded Penple nere 
made to think to be Religion; and ſecure to all, 
what belongs only to Virtue and Truth, the Favour 
God ! ot) 
7 But I tranſgreſs the Bounds of a Preface, and 
Pall therefore diſmiſs the Reader to the Conſideration 
of the fol owing Treatiſe, aſſuring him that it is put 
into his H. | 


0 | as it came out of the Authors. 
2 TO. SHERLOC K, 
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| Biſhop of BANGOR. 
HE Favour of God. follows SixcRRIrY cons» 


DERED As such; and. conſequently EQUALLY fol- 
lows every equal Degree of SNcERITT. Preſer- 


Farive, P. 91. 


& K. = 4 8 2 . * 
4 In order to the finding out the true Senſe of this Po- 
ſition, it needs only to be obſerved, 1. That Sincerity, 


according to his Lordſhip (and as the Truth indeed is) 
3s when a Man follows the Di&ates of his own Conſci- 
Ence or Underſtanding, after having made uſe of the beſt 
Means he has for e A Man, ſays he, (a) 
# abc fuppoſed to uſe his urnſt Endeavours and Applica 

tion and then, and only then, to be juſtified by ——— his 
private Judgment. Again, (b) Sincerity cannot be ſuppo- 
Yd, where a Man does not take all proper Methods of being 
Wightly informed. 2. That by Sincerity confider d as ſuch, 


q V Anſw, to the Repreſ Gap. SeR, 19. p. 23. (5) Ibid. p fe | 
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his Lordſhip means Sincerity of it ſelf; or Sincerity alone. | 
This;needs-nozProgtar 3. zDhatywhen „that the 
Farqur of follows 8 o Moaning' 
Sincexi a Man a Right Or to the Favour of 
God. This will be plain from the following Paſſages. 
(c) Either a Man muſt be INT ED Heaven by the perfect 
Siucerity of his Choice; or elſe none can have a TITLE to it, 
but "thoſe who are in the RV. Again, (d) Almighty God * 
puts or ETI E to bis Hunt upcn Our! preſent -Sincerity, © 
4. That Degrees of Sincerity there can be none. For ei- 
ther a Man has uſed his beſt Endeavours to inform him- © 


75 Fot. 4 he. has not, he. is not ſin- / FF 
Kuceriey . 


" 

- 
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ſelf rightly,..or he 
cere at alk, bocauſe 


that 


only when a Man Aus uſed 


his beſt Endeavours. If he has, he canhot be more fin- ® 


cere than he already is becauſe no Man can do more Þ 
than uſe his bes? Endeayours. Wherefore, 5. The full ® 
Senſe. and Meaning of his Eordſhip's Poſition app 


be this, u. That al Pn who uſe. their uti? Endea- © 
wours to inform themſelves rightly, and act according to the 
} * 

or, that all ſuch Perſons. have a Right to au equal Share or 
Degree of the Favor o God. Thus ſtands his Lordſhip's 3 
Doctrine, which 1 ſhalt examine firſt! a pot 
ſidering its-Conſequences 3 an ſecondly, Aa Priori, by con- f 
ſidering what Nundation it has in the Nuure and Reaſen 
of Things. 33 t2.4 514% 
Vit, I will conſider the Comfequences of this Doctrine, 
moſt of wmich I tmd already drawn to my Hand by the 
learned Commirtee, Repreſent, p. 7.8. where his Lordſhip 
is charged with having made all Merhods of Religion alike 


ears to 
Title io God's Favery ; Fa 


rivre, by con- 1 itli 


with Refpett th Salvation, or the Favonr of Go N with has q Sea 


ving put all Communtions apon am equal Foot, without regard 
to any inrinfick bun, or whether they be right or wrong; 
with referimg, every Man's\ Choice of a Communion to his 


own, private Judgment, c that whith will juftify even the Ste. 


worfg he can makes ard finally, with rendring all Churcbb 
Communion unneceſſary, in order to intitle Men to the Fivonr 
_ of Ged, Theſe Conſequences might all of thent have 


c Ibid,” (4) Ibid. SEE: x1. P. 1% N 
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alone. © been expreſſed by one ſingle Propoſition, That all Hurere 
t the ¶ Perſons have equally a Right or Title to God's Favour, what- 
that ® foever Method of Religion they follow, But I choſe to make 
ur of uſe of the very Words of the Repreſentation, that I might 


ages. hereby give my ſelf the fairer Opportunity of vindica- 
erfeft Ming them againſt his Lordſhip's Exceptions. In the 

to it, mean time, I am verily perſwaded, that there is no con- 
Cod ſiderate Man, who will not ſee at the very firſt Glance, 
ceritfy, that theſe Conſequences do every one of them naturally 
or ei- and neceſſarily follow from the Principle above laid down. 
him- Por if all ſincere Perſons are alike ixtitled to, i. e. have a 
- ſin- Right to an equal Share or Degree of God's Favour, pray 
; uſed hat can it ſignify as to the Favour of God, whether a 
e fin- Man follows this Method of Religion, or follows thar, 

more provided he be but fincere in that which he follows? To 
e full ay that the Nature, i. e. the intrmfick Goodneſs of the Me- 
urs ro thod, makes any Difference in the Caſe, is directly to 
nden give up the Point. For if the intrinſick Goodneſs of the 
to the Method muſt in the /eaf# concer, to intitle a Man to God's 
vor; KFavour, it is not then true, that Sincerity alone will give 
are or him this Title. And if the intrinſick Goodneſs of the 
ſhip's Method does not in the leaſt contribute towards the en- 
con- titling a Man to Gad's Favour, his Title will be the 

con- ſame, whether this intrinſick Goodneſs be prgſem or ab» 
Reaſen ſent. For an Effet can receive no Alteration from that 
P)hich has not the leaſt Relation to it under the Notion 


trine, olf a Cauſe. Upon this Principle therefore it muſt follow, 
5y the that all Methods of Religion are alike with reſpect to Salunti- 
d{hip on, or the Favour of God; that in the fame Refpet, all 
alike Commumnions how unequal ſoever they may be as to their 
h ha- int inſick Worth 1 are por an eyual Ft ; 
regard © and that therefore, if a Man: «buſes the wort Communion 


woug'3 Polible, the Sincerity of his Choice will. ja) him in ſo 
to his doing, even ſo far, as that he ſhall have a Right to as 
| great a Share of God's Faygur, as if he had choſen the 
beit. Upon the ſame Principle it alſo follows, that with 
Ireſpect to the Favour o f God, ail Church Communicn is 
9 unneceſſary. For how is it poſſible, that Churah Com- 
munion ſhould be at all zecef/ary, if Sincerity alone be 
2 Sufficient ? 's F 
13 e B 2 There 


(4 * | 

Thiere is not, I believe, a Demonſtration in Elclid that ö 
coneludes möre y than this A it is how - 
eyer very fit that we attend 2 little to bis Lordfhips Ex- Witt 
ceptions. And therefore, 1 

1. Whereas'the learned Committee have obſerved, that 
his Lordſhip: has made all Methods of Religion alike, 8&c. 
and put all Communions upon an equal — Kc. his Lord- 
ſhip anſwers, That (e) what he lay s about private Per ſua- 
fon relates to the Fuſtification of the Mun ore God, and not 
to the Excellency of one Communion above another, which it 
leaves jult as i: finds it, and cannot pſſibly-alter. Now by 
this it is very manifeſt, that his Lordſhip ſuppoſes the 
Charge of the Committee to be, that he has made all Me- 
thods of Religion alike, and put all —— 2 4 
an equal Foot, with veſpect to their real, natural in- 
rrinfick Excellency ; which, were it true, it would not in 
the leaſt affect the Conſequence as it is now ſtated by 2 
me; which, as it is evident, does alſo leave the intrin- 
fick Excellency of every Communion as it fndt it, and re- We xi 
lates ſolely to that which his Lordſhip's Principle relates, 
to wit, the Fuftsficatron of the Man before God. I have i in- 
deed ſuppoſed this to be the Senſe of the Committee in 
their Charge; and therefore, if it be not ſo, I muſt, I 1 
own, be ſilenced, ſo far as I am concerned in their Vin- 
dication. But 1 will leave the World to judge between 
us, whois guilty of a Miſrepreſentation, his Lordſhip, We) 
or I. That which the Committee ſay is, That his 
Lordſhip hath put all Communions upon an equal Foot, 
W1THOUT- REGARD ro any intrinſick Goodneſs, or wh ther 
they be right,” or wrong.. That which his Lordſhip repre- 
ſents.the Committee as ſaying, - is, that he hath put all 
Communions upon an equal Foot, Wirn rEsPECT ro 
their intrinfick Goodneſs,” \ But are theſe two Aſſertions 
the ſame ? It. is manifeſt char they are not. For whereas Pr N 
the latter ſuppoſes that his Lordſhip hath deſtroyed all re- C 
al intrinfick Difference between one Communion and ano- | 
ther, the former ſuppoſes no ſueh Matter; but only this, 
A isLordibip in his 2 Bath keg no A ee to 


05 Thid. Se. 23. p. 113. * 5 2 
4 $1 | any : F 


d that 
how- 
2s Ex- 


, that 


e, &c. 4 | 


Lord- 


erfwa- | 


and not 


| (5) 
Iny ſuch Difference, or hath not confidered, whether 2 
Pommunion be eicher right or wrong. Yes, but the Com- 
4 | ittee, you'll ſay, {till charge his "wg > with puttin 

2M Communions upon an equal Foot. Upon an Gu 
| In what 'reſpe&? In ſome other reſpe& you may be 
re; for what Senſe is there in ſaying that all Communt- 
s are Put upon an equal Foot, f. e. made equal with 
pect to their imrinſick Goodneſs, without regarding 
"Deir intrinfick Goodneſs, or whether they be right or wrong? 


= 
* 


hich it Me that puts all Communions upon an equal Foot 
ow by this Senſe, is always ſuppoſed to have regarded or 
es the ſdered the intrinfick Goodneſs of al, and to have. 
ul Me- &mpared them one with another; and therefore 
u Jad the Committee intended any ſuch Charge againſt his 
and in- FT ordſhip,' they would have expreſſed themſelves Barely 
not in After this manner, that he had put all Communions upon an 


2d by ua Foot with reſpe to their intrinſick Goodneſs, and would 
intrin- Hot have added thoſe Words, without regarding whether they 
nd re- e right or wrong, which indeed is a very ſhameful Incon- 
elates, Hſtency. And what now is that other Reſpe& in which 


ve in- 
tree in 


auſt, I 
r Vin- 
tween 
rdſhip, 
at his 
Foot, 
vh ther 


repre- 
ut all 
cer ro 


ertions 
Here as 
all re- 


d ano- | 


y this, 
ard to 
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the Committee charge his Lordſhip with having put aft 
ommunions upon an equal Foot? Why, they tell you 
s plainly as Words can expreſs it, that it is with reſpect 
& the Effcaciouſneſs of them, in order to the intitling 
Men to God's Favorr, All Methods of Religion, ſay 
Mey, are made alike, not imply, but with reſpeti to Sal- 


arion or the Favour of God. So that the Meaning of the 


ommittes in theſe Paſſages appears plainly to be this: 
That notwithſtanding there is a manifeſt Difference be- 
reen one Communion and another, and one Method of 
eligion and another, with reſpe& to their intrinſſck 
Poodneſs; and notwithſtanding it ought in reaſon to be 
ſuppoſed, that the intrinſick Goodneſs of the Communion 
pr Method a Man follows, has at leaſt ſome Share in in- 
Witling-him to God's Favour ; yet that his Lordſhip, as 
e hath ſtated the Matter, has made it to ſignify nothing 
It all to this End, and therefore has in this reſpe& put 
Methods and all Communions upon an equal Foot. 
This, I ſay, is manifeſtly the Meaning of the Committee 
theſe Paſſages, and common Equity requires, * 
Other 


KM 


= e 85 3 it 44S, p 
ing to ris Doctrine a0 ne Method af . al bs 7 
25 * 1775 to 97 che * this Pa 

e is no — fn ds - 


: or e we d one Mane ahevie another, but that 
ng, one Meth eligion i is of it ſelf, or upon the Ace- | os 
copnt of. any PEE Goodneft that it has above another, 0 th 
preferably to another; I lay preferalle-re another, i. c. with ¶ Pent 
reipe& to any Hiitus or Efficacy whichthe intrinfick Goodues * 
of. it will give. it above another, towards. procuring Sal- 
vation, or che Favour of God. So  hkewile- when they | 
charge it upon his Lordſhip, that in YVerte ef his Prin- 
e, be bath left no Difference berwees the Fopiſh and our Re- In 42 
Church, f hat is founded. in Perſonal Perſwaſion rom 
oy, and uot in the. Truth of the Dofrines, or in the Excel- are" 
lexcy of one Communion. above the aher; the Senſe of this is Wl 2. 
not what his Lerdſhip has made it to be, that the Com- ed; 
munion of the Reformed Church is not (according to bis Pary. 
Rn A $ Principle) really better than the Communion of Fcltor 
ut that. the Communion. of the Reformed Wm 
Chir AW fm og Efficacy towards the inti> ver 
Men to Saluaion, than the Communion of the Pop. emp 
and conſequently, that his Lordſhip in Vertue of his Frin- nd 
e hath, in thy; Reſpeꝶ leſt no Difference between the ame 
nl and the ober, but hat is founded in Perſona? Perſwafion. ony' 
Upon "qe Ben whole therefore;: Þ think: it is manifeſt, that This IL. 
| the Computeee is exactly as I have Rated it a- Fepre 
— viz. That his Lordſhip. in conſequence of his Do- ſho m 
ctrine hath made all Merhods of —— alike, and put his 
all Communions upon an equal Foot, with ee e any or 4 
Kertue or Efjicacy that. is in lem toward, intitling Men to Barr 
God's. Ravour. — had his Lordſhip duly. attendod ur: 
to he might, perhaps, have ſpared himſelf — his Re+- Wor 
dexs. aigxeat deal of- fruitleſs Trouble, there being no leſs. pe ſa 
than one intire Sctien, and part of a Second, which: run — 
upon. his Grogan Miſtake, that the Committee had char 


ged 


4 


A 


(5B 


ec him with making all Methods meV Religion ads 
» Damn. all Commumlons upon an equal Foot, with re= 


* ä 
tation, 


* 


will Metz 60 — imrinſick Goodneſs ; and which conſequent! 

Thus A Lo not in the contribute towards removing the Di 

at — 1 Fe which is now faſtued upon this Doctrine. The 
tu, iT Polt of what his Lordſhip has elſe ſaid upon this Mar- 
ge is| r is by way of Rerbrtibn upon the Commitiee, whoth he 
ixcel- Wt ot al for ſes { Fthink) to have claimed all adfobute 
t that ¶MAaurtbority in forte to oblige others to a particular External 
& Ac- Femmm on, and then argues, that their Doctrine is liable 
other, o the ſame Objection with his. About this he hath 
With pent near three SefHont more; all Which, ſuppoſing it 


419 


ete true (which it certainly is not) how Atte it is to 


Fal- Ahe Purpoſe I need not to obſerve, But it was his 
they am ho wiſeſt way to eurte the Charge by ſuch Me- 
r hots as theſe. For che Conſequence, eine is of ſuch 


„Rer. n untvward Nature, that rho' it demonſiratively follows 
zaſton rom flis Lordiſhip's Principle, his Lordſhip docs not yet 
Excel» ure JO ih bo 70 diy and e . * Bl 

his is . 2. Wi to the next of the Paſſages ond cis 


Com- ed; his 1 9 


to his 
ion of 
formed 


s Management is yet more extraordi- 
dary. That Paſſage ay 1 it upon His Lordſhip, that in 
Glo wing any particular Communion he has re erred c 
phe hee vate Fudgment, as tht which will juſtify 


| Suki» | yer the wor te be can make. Here his Lordſhip pe- 
Popiſo, Gyemptotity denies, that he has ever taught any ſuch thing, 
Prin» nd is (Y forced to co aft of the Committee as  havi 

n the ame this Opinion for him. The Reader will ſoon be 
wafion. FF onvinced how ſmall a Matter will force 4 Complain from 
5 _ vis Lordſhip © For even as he himfelf has been pleaſed to 
{kt epreſent ne, the Ground of this Complaint i 

8 Do 0 more than this, wit-That the Committee have fraine 


1d put: this Opinion for him Ix WorDs "he neither ever aid 4005 


20 any, er wil vum. Well; be it ſo; I hope there is no great 
Men to arm in this, provided his Lordſhip will but own FEE 
ended FAN. And that he will, and dbes own the thing, is 2 — 
Kea. or how does he go about to clear himſelf? Why, | 

Ty leſs. | ent that his INE Difirine ts nor that Mal proc —— 

2014 Fun — 


— 


char. nie $285 19: f 99, 99% 0 
ged. ; Tj 22 


ö et will juſtify. lim in the Woner Cher 55 he hi 
Jude but in the eee This youll Fhi 
ſay, 1 3 is 2 very manifeſt Contradiction: Bur pray 
conſider whether that which the Committee call the wort? hi. 
Choice, . and that which his Lordſhip. calls the bei? h 
8 wal, not poſlibly be the Jane; and if you will re 
zot be ſo caly as to be c away merely with the 
pund of Words, you will find this to be the very Caſc. 
or what do the Committee mean. by: the Wonsr Choice? 
Why, plainly, the Choice of that ( ommunion which 1 15% 
by, IT . SELF the, worf?. And what does his | Lordſhip N 
can by, the Bzsr Choice? | Manifeltly, \ the: Choice 0 - 
that e which, upon the Edel Inquiry, Ar- ft. 
PEARS, TO BE the belt, Vir may not that Communion Whi 
which appears” to a Man to be Taz zzsr, , be, in it ſel}, | 
1 woxsr.? His Lordſhip will not deny it. Suppoſe 
5 char, a Man mould chuſe the uorff Communion, le 
it to be the belt, will the Sincerity of his private 
4 — juſtify him i in this Caſe? His ordſhip,owns, 
and contends that it will. Who ſees not then, that this 
is only a 3 of Words, and that his Lordſhip? 
owns the very thing charged upon him by the Committee? 
Iam Gr 1g Lon hip ſhould: deſcend to ſuch mean S- Whip 
phiſery as. this: Patdon the Expreſſion; for if it be zo: Pete 
Sophiſtry, his Lordſhip muſt have ſuppoſed, chat by the 
worf? Choice the Committee mult have meant the Choice ity 
of that which appears to a Man's own" Judgment to be e 
the ur. But Nhat Senſe can there be in this Suppoſi-· . 
tion? Oc who. bur his Lordſhip. ſpeaks after this Man- 
der? Every one knows, that, in common Computation, Pide, 
Se Gabel 8 or Badneſs of-a Man's Choice i is not mea- Nec 
fared by his Ni date Perſwafion,” bur by the real iutri Fe XPle 
Vale of the thing he chaſes. 16 believe, 1 
5 20Y, one, in the Pure Simp hit of his Heart, chu N 
| 1 det es Fe longer valuable . ee bi # 
ip would har ought to arm” t e 
| had willy Fi the better 22 7 
3, It is fatther charged upon his Toa, by the 
0 ommittee, that he hath rendred all Church-Communion un- 
. in order zo intitle Men 10 the K HFxvour of 0 F 
W | 54 


C9). 
hib like wiſe his Lardbip declares that he has not taught, 


he can 

3 youth and sas, thir it is a Opinion” framed for him by the C- 
ut Pray Mpnirtet. But What has bis Lordſhip done to ſhew, that 
e wort? Irhis 18 bor his Opinion; or that this Conſequence does 
he wal Hot heveſfarily follow from his Principles? Why nothing, 
u will rept it be this, chat he has pretended as if this Part 
ith the pf the Charge were conradiffory to the former; The tuo 
y Caſc. Maxts put togechet ſtand thus,” anti are thus ſet down in 
hoice? the epreſentation. 1 ll Chart Voß nn i is render d unno- 


thich is 


hich. is lam in ord go intitie Men to the Frvur of Cod, an 
Tai 4 0 


an is fee n theſe Caſes (i. e. in the Caſe of <hiifi " 


dice of 7 70 his private Judgment, us that bc wi 

Ys Ar- the wor oe Choite he tan Far. 0 The Wards (ſays 
munion 1 free p) iu tohithj this Charge ir drawn up; ave very e. 
it ſelß, rabrdinary. (For) Firſt, I I declared, that an my. Book 
uppoſe Church Communion 7s rehder'd unneceſſary i in order to inti- 
aunion, le Mer to God's, Favour ;' and then it is immediately ſuppo- 


private Wſcd, that the ſame Book-makes Cummunien with ſonte Church 
owns, Wor other neceſſary, but only leaves every Man in theſe Caſes (I 
at this ele they mean th this Jo hi private Judgment; --I 
ordſhip Wrhink truly; chat 25 ſervation” is very extraordinary! 
mittee ! Por where or hotu I pr I pr is it ſuppoſed, that his Lord- 
an S- Whip hath n 500 with ſame Church or other 
be no: ce Mary? 1 Lordſhip, it N hath declared, 
by the hat when a In wy Eliuſe a Communion, ' the Since- 
Choice 'Wity of his 85 ate Judgment will juſtify him if he chuſes 
to be e work? 1 9 But may not the ſame Perſon alſo 
Weery confilletrtly arm, Fern the ſame Sincerity will 


Wikewiſc juſtify Rim if he chuſes noe ut al! -Onthe other 
ide, may not he who makes all Church Communion 
f nneceſſary; may he not, or rather wi he not by his Prin- 
4 iples naturally be led to ſay, that if he does: think fis 

o follow any Communion, it ſi gnifies nothing at all 
Which he follows? But his Lordſhip, I perceive, was in 
great Streights; atid what ſhould he do, but have Re- 
-outſe to Art, where Reaſon would not bear him out? His 
Td s general Maxim is, thar Sincerity alone juſtifies 
| Man, Wbat ther can rat more Plats than, that at a 


@ Via. N 


8 eine id Jil 
OD 


* a 


6 ö 


1 


re it 82 ebe d he Fa 1 0 © 
denen, be, dd ce ee 


e d hi 
11 Loa, ety 
ME du Would 11,4 great 
us biegction: 
| TY 
polit 4 


. i 
Pro rf jon off 
f 


Aa bot. =, 
Chi (54,07 2 


* 

. 
ber alis, n 
ee e, 


Lao | br Ag 
hole; Uſe 1 pray 
$42 75 5 al Ways 
oF Fa Perſons 
led to acl 
1 there 


mae to Chet 5 
Fa SE 9 1 5 1 e e 
e We r . and T | ; 

Sip has nor ouly 18055 but af o e 


Ar l ens; an 0 
them. But gy \ preſume to 12 735 did, his 
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tal Gedi it did. Bur nice Toy 1: Fu Aang 
bim. and lince his Lordſhip has not in another Cal] 
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though 
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175 11 )) 
hovght is borgach-him 30: * 
Pr leave alſo to appeal to:them in his whe where L think 
may. pram pu Aron He PPE! ed tg. This , 
Peoples it ie rwe, any . 15 e 
* T's Plages of Pu Worſhip: e 
ay lies; {6 far oe ng? te 4225 cr 5 1 
preſent Argument. But then hi 1 
bey aro. not led by their Regard f Bro lion 
ef that Faith which be hat appointed 3 957 nie "ts 
Frery important Matters of Faith. A Ro: 28.8 
 Wenfibls, that they are not led by 1 to Chr 
e onward. Uſe of all the Means which, he bas g b 
et Un- ur 0 feu all bis Injunctions, for they ve go both 
IF 1 ACC aments.. 25k then, are this . 15 
ere, x are the not? If they. be any. of ou DD 
Merdchip's Afertion, that a ſincere Perſons will be | 
Ito e all the Appointments or Injun&ions of Chriſt, 
* malt then be falſe. If they are bt any of them 
. Ws Lordſhip damos them all, and the Quakers will have 
Reaſon to thank him for his Charity. Why ſhould 1 
mention the PapZFs, who according ro his L cn 
— Raule mult alſo be al of them in/cere, ang conſequently 
, In a State of Damnation? Bur bis Lordſhip ca ot but 
D. | re pry Her hee, gl Fo; am 12 
s Pott ot Men who S u 
CT] 5. lick Worſhip, and to partake 1 1 wy. Or heir Oppo che 
GY 25 e 9 will rell us, ys in 1 
Aae bey may ſerye as Ncept 11 ajings r. 
4 850 etg and reading their Bibles at a b 2 A 
to ac reſorting to Church, or ro any other Aer 
K herd ſtians. "4nd are then, all loch Perſons nf rags 2 0 
nere own Part, 1 dare not affirm it; and if his: "Lordthip 


een mould, it will be be more than he Se wa 
Fin 7 0 unle($ he could determine preciſely how far 1925 may 
did hier way got be led aſide by the Error of 10 r | 
1 * ſtandings, Which is a * utterly impoſſibl 

F In ſhort; e alone ſhonld be 
lead Men i obſerve + Api the Appoiutments he Ns! 


ARR" 
e. Caſ: Cbriſt, is a Irie © new, ſo contrary both toRealon 
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p 3 and plain n Fact, ap 1 nothing can be more. 
thought - | And 
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1 
Hide may juſt! iy be wonder d what could draw fol 


Lotdſtiß an Aſſertion fo extriorditary in it ſelf, and ſo 
entirely eſtructive of his on darling Scheme! That he 


was then, when” he ſaid this, upon anothet Point, and * 


little” tho of his general Principle; you will eafily 

[s; and tho" it ſigniſies not much as to the preſent | 
Arc ert to be informed what that Point was, Iwill 
et Beg Leave juſt to mention it. His Lordſhip then 
d in his Sermon defined" the Church to be Ibe Number 
Men, whether ſmall or-great, uhether diſporſeu or united, 


| Ef relating to the Favour of God: and their eternal Sal- 
vation. The Fault which the Committes found with this 


Lordihip had left out of it ſeveral Particulars which are 
Vietefſary tw form a juſt und true Notion of Tur Cnunen, 
ſtinging particularly in Preaching the Word, and Admi- | 
mftring the Sacraments” This the Committee ſpoke with 
reference to the Vible Church of Chriſt, ſuppoſing (a; 
indeed they very reaſonably might ſuppoſe) that this was 
the Subject of his 1 $ Beate In Anſwer to 
9 kis Lordſhip ſays, that he was not then ſpeaking 
of A-Vist aun ps 

ward Signs ker des of tht Univerſal InyisIBLE. Church | 
mMude up of fitch- d finrerely believs in Chriſt. Upon this | 
Fc eule his Lordſhip have deſended his Definition) 
he Hue have had nothing to anſwer for but the Impro- 
ty of defining one Sort of Church, when the Nature 


the-Miſtakes about unsther. But there was a rou 
DVDifficulty yer chat ſtood in the way, even with 2 | 
to his Notion of the izvifeble Chureb, via. That accor- 
dingto it a Man might be a Member of Chriſt's ;zvifible | 
1 Church," tho' he were not a 3 of ehe viſible onc. 
For if every one io is ſucerely fubjob? 0 Chriſt alone, 
is a Member of the 72vi/ible Chiitch;* the Conſequence is 
Fleak, char he is fila Member of tar Church, tho in| 
dhe Sinderit Vof his Heart; he fhould be led to cut himſeſf 
"off from the" viſible one, even by neglecting the Sacrampi 
A thing elſe; in ee eee "es | 


tion 
3 


who rity and fiucerely are Subjeft't0 Jeſus Chrilt alone, in 


DPofmition; was, that it was too general; for that his 


(r0-which alone, as ſuch, viſible out- Yi 


A actor 0 big whole Diſcourſe led him to —4 8 


(23) 
tion-whereof:25/ible Communion does conſiſt. Sg that 
his Lordſhip: found himſelf Kill liable to that which the 
Committee had objected againſt him, to wit, the having 
hroun out (by his Definition) the Participation of tl 
4 Cacramuents,' &c. A8 not ant Ri. ah 
t Man a true Member of: Chrilt's Church, | What now. was 
o be donę in this Caſe? Why there were hut two 
hings poſfible. The firſt was tor his Lordſhip to have 
etratted his Definition, and once in bis Lifetime, to have 
Ponfeſſed himſelf in the Wrong. The other, to ſaꝝ that 
in n Man could nat le a ſincere Subject of Jeſus Chriſi, and 
is Thought fit ro chuſe; and how well it anſwers his Pur- 


3 94 
oy 
> 
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— 
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ut his Ppoſe, I ſhall now leave every Reader to judge: ( To 
ich are ae, ſays he, ſuch Oljections as theſe, is to make Objections 


hat habe ud Weight in them, unleſs they who mate them 
uppoſe, that by taking Chriſt for ther. Lawgiver and Ring, 
Men will not be led by bim and bis own Directions. to the two 

Pacraments, and to the Uſe of: his 9wn Appointments; 4 
is Pppoftion which I ſhall take Care never #0 be guilty of. My 
Word! 1 know of no Crime that there is in making ſuch 
ing R Suppoſition as this; or if there be any, it W 

ies at your Lordſhi p' Door: For your Whole Scheme 0 

FVaſtificatiun depends upon this Suppoſition. But this, I 
is hink, is a Crime (and I am ſorry your Lordſhip ſhould 
inition) Wor think ĩt ſo too) to take ſo unwarrantable a Step to 


Impro- Wet over an Obyjectian, - which you mult needs have been 
Nature Wenlſible, is impoſſible to be removed... 1, 
» rectify WY To return; It appears from what has been ſaid, that 
rougher Wis Lordihip in conſequence of his , genera] Principle 
2 HNuſt affirm, that provided a Man ſincerely, believes in 


t accor · eſus Chriſt, it ſigniſies nothing as to his Title, to God's 


ixvifible Favour, whether he be of this Communion of Chriſti- 
ble one. ans, or ot that Communioh, or of any Communion at al; 
t alone, nd conſequently, that in this Reſf ect he hath not only put 
nence is Communions uh an equal Hot, but render d al Com- 
tho in&union:zuneceſſary. But to add one Conſequence to 
 himſe!/ Whoſe already drawn by the Committee; I ſay, _ 
rammt — — — — — — 
zeticipa” f ) Ibid. Sed. 15. p. $1. 3 
JJ 7 4. That 


Nl 


* Tan) 
4 That. upon his Lordfhip's Principle, even the Noli. 
gun of  Feſus Chriſt,” in che largeſt Senſe of the Word, ot 

a0 it cakes in al 'thoſe-who believe, in Jeſus Chrift, is of no 

—— Efficacy towards ing God's Favour than g 
e Religion, v. g. of Mubamet. To make this plain, 1 

will apply that Argument which his Lordſhip is pleaſed . 

to call a Demonſtration, and leave you to judge whether pre 

it be norevery whit as oontluſive with reſpect to Chri- 
flians and Mabometans, as it is with reſpect to Prereſtant: 
and Papi. Wbt is it then which. i the Chr. Ms 
ant in reſuſing to follow che Religion of the Malume- 

i* tans? Is it chat the Religiog of the Mabomatams is a cor- 

<- rupt and falſe Religion, or that the Cbriſtiam are per- 

* {waded in their n Conſoiences, that it is ſa? The hi 

latter without doubt, as appears from this Demon- er 

ſtration: Tale away from this Perſwaſion ; they arc Mues 

* ſo far from being ju{ified, that they ate candemned for Ih. 

their refuſing. --Give them this Perſwaſion again, they 

< are cndenmed if they do not refuſe, G. Now tis 

manifeſt chat this Argument may be put as ſtrong on the 
Side of the Nabend, a8 it is on the Side of the Ciri- thi 

ftiars. For that\whieh juſtifies as aga inſt them, muſt A ſo Wy 
juſtific abe againſt u I ask then; Can there be, or is 
any ſueh thing as a Sc Mabomeran,: or (fox it 

Js all one as to the Argument) a Syverrs Few or Heather 'Þ 

Tf not, then his Lordſhip hath left: al 1be-H/wild, except ale 

Chriftians, irretrievably in 4 State of Condemnation ; «hah; 

Suppofttion; which (to uſe” his Lordſhip's on Words) hm 

take care newer to be guiley of. + But if otherwiſe, then 
by 


his Lordihip's Argument ſo many of al Sorts as 47 
| e are juſtified, i. e. (for this is evidently what his e 
CLordſhip means) they are upam the ſums Fbot with ue with, 
reſpect to any Right'or Title which either” of us have to u 
Salvation or the Frvour f Cad. The thing indeed i 
clear, and ſpeals it ſelf; Fox if Sincerity alle be that 
1 r Men à Title to God's Favour, as his Lord 
mip afferts, then al ſincere Perſons, Jeu, Heather: Wh 
Turks, Chriftians, or whatever elſe you can' conceiv 
them to be, are in this Reſpect all alike, i, e. no on f 
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0 Thus 1 have ſhewn-you OR it abd neceſſary: Chi 
and we are at laſt 


ſequences of his Lordſhip's — rope 
4 — 0 this general Conchifion,” rh provided a I? 
4 bo lad SINCERE, * re CNT be 1 . 1 
proceed now ro'conſider - 
Secondly, What — the Fase Sa 
| one my yo" 6% compre wrvr ron ae of Things. 
d bereif the Reader be diſpoſed to rake: his Lords | 
Ship's Account of the Matter, he will think I am 
4 0 mahs vither' a very bold ora very frnitleſs Adventure. 
i 2 the. upon whick this Principle is built, 
if his Preſervarive NXS 20: be a DzMon=- 
oh cons * Word; and in . 
eto the Reprofentarion; he in Very CERTAIN i is ſo. 1 
a0 — imat he would ſuſpend his Judgment, for a 
ile J ery his Lordſhip's heſailibility. 
. — 
d, Preſeru. p. 89. 
— — to the se that God's 
3 diſpenſol but inthe 'fiviet Communion of your 
122 Church. Im nur un going #0 d- 
: aſs: — 1 again Charity, bur 4 Hereſy 
1 — the very Poſſibility and Nature of 1 
„except c of God 
ion; 4 wes; © Tow! p 
rds) | 


: obliged in Ciinſtjence to a 
De h pen hi gon declure he hath 
' "Tivle-r0\Godfo Mercy," Aud you au All the Iorld al- 
6 that is commmtare⸗ with you hi h bis Conſcience 

4 Dr hem n Sin be #: felf-eondenm'd, "and out of: God's 
enn fh Hhirefore entitled io God's Wrath, + both 
be doch conmunicare with'you; oh if" he orb not. That | 
e N ee er 
boy, Wes Bw" ue. 2 v 
rue tundatental Aſia upon whiicls this N 
b ands, you fee" is this?” That ir ir an Abſurdiry ro ſeppeſe 
oy «Mes | foals be entitled to God's — Wich War 
SOEVER 


(16) 
nden Acrs. Apd this his Lordſbip himſelf; elſp⸗ 
where declares : (J) atever, ſays he, ſuppoſes a Man 
cumdommad by God; Ho War SQEPVER! HA ATS, cannot 
De aumitted; but the Motion I was: there ( referring to the 
clio Place now cited) » n, implies Thar in it, and 
therefore muſt he ſalſe. I hope therefore that this Argu- 
ment will be ſufficiently replied to, if Lan make out 
— things, %. \ ran VAL SW. e.. 

Nut, That there is 0 Abſurdity.in ſuppoſing that a 
Manimay. be. contiatts-Gods Wrath, uch oy — © 1 


T 4, 


$01 FEST 4 2000S | - Ay +2 3117 br. q 

r 8er0nd/y, Thar lvoe there) wees 565 Argument Mi 
Piper not come up to the Point in — Po 4 
dachHeſt then, I ſay there is u Abſurdity in — f 
that: A Man may be entitled to God's Wrath uh, a 
Joevbr be acts 31, and» that for this plain and unanſwerable 
Reuſon, vix. That a Man may be nnder ſuch Circum- 
ſtances,, as that he muſt needs dN N, May Jaever le 
Actor whether: he falhwus his Conſcience, or follows it! 
n This — be made: A ace ott Obſerva· 
tions. Ast r NY 212 67 Saal) quiibied aiiil 
. That it is at- a Hin fora Naas d againgt his) 
"Conſeience, whether \erroxeous.OÞ not errotiecics..” This hisl 
'Lotahip's Argument. Walen, and:4htrefors it, _ 
"nod be pad e hin e ned twp 0 Wenz 
bod. Thar fuppoſinga Mar E ente be. erronenzul 
it is A Sin to act acrording:ogbis —— they 
Error was oecalioned-#þr0' his own Fault. This is: 
-becauſe the only Rraſon why, Error of a. d $ 
Oonſcience or.; Judgment can be A to —— . 
him is this, that no Man can deſerve Blame whohe 
has always acted according to the beſt ot his Abilitic . 
But if the Etror of a Man's, Conſcience, is owing Vith 
10 hingſelf, he does not in en his. Copſcienceſer; 
*a& according to the., bt of his: Abilities, becauſe i 
is ſuppoſed «that - F he + would ber might » infor! 
his Conſcience better. I leave it therefore to th 
Reader Judgment, whether: _ Two: —x 5 
M 1a nt (4) Thid.. aſt 155 5. N v.nany v1 Win dx IA i 7 
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elſe · Ido not ſuggeſt. to us a very. manifeſt Caſe, wherein 4 
Man Man muſt needs Sin which way ſoever he acts; even when 
aunt Mis Conſcience is erroneous for want of taking proper 
o the Means. for his Information. If he acts againſt his Con- 
and Fience, he fins that way, for this very Reaſon becauſe he 


ts agar? his Conſcience, If he acts according to his 
onſcience; he ſins that way, : becauſe. he breaks the 
„ Waw of. God thro bis own Fault. Bur this, you'll ſay, 
2 Poes not bie the Caſe in Hand ; for the Caſe pur by his 
F-ordſhip is Sf 2 Man who is facere, and conſequently is 
Popoled to haye uſed all proper, Means of informing 
Pimſelk. But where is this Cale put? He that can fee it 
g, Eis Lordſhip has pur, is that of Mr, Nelſon, Whom, he 
ese do hare 'rhoughr himſelf obliged in Conſcience 
0 communicate with our Church. But that Mr. /Ne/ſor 
in this Perfwaſiap,, 1e, that he had uſed all 
1 proper Means for his Information, is not ſaid to be ſup- 
Poſed, or any thing like it. Again, his Lordſhip's Rule 
* s, that tis abſurd to ſappoſe that a Man ſhould be inti- 
„ed ro God's Wrath which Way. ſocver he afts. And thus 
ufd „His t is ſet down both in his Pręſervative, and in his Anſwer 
his the Repreſemtattion. But this Rule, as it appears, is 
N, and therefore the Argument which is built upon 
muſt be ſo too. I do not make this Obſervation, 
rome ecauſe I think any Advantage can. be taken from it as 
ao the main Point in Debate; for the Controyerſy is 
out Scerity ; Sincerity therefore ought to be ſuppoſed 
no the Argument. Bur it is : now Wer of writing Dz- 
ONSTRATIONS, to leave that to be. ſuppoſed which giyes 
bole Argument al the Force it has; and I believe Mr. 
1 1957 would hardly have been guilty of ſuch a Miſtake. 
It 


ot, and ſay as I believe 
urd to ſuppoſe.that a Man 
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e Means whic 7 ue preſent attunllytiave.” r it 9 
| e that the Folentarineſs or uu 'of | = 
| Fre is vöt to he meaſured bare! y by a Mans preſent Abi- 1 4 
lities, but By thoſe Abies allo; ich he has had at | + 
time befüre: For- that Ew 8 certainly 'volunrary, | 
ae either ini}; ly ot brigmalh is oy 7 4 by 4 
Man's c Fat; "3hd Art vohmtary Eivor ig ff 
poling therefore that vn Jad cholg eans which by a 
dy e Uſe till Ha bo. r me to 
ruth, Rig th Own 12 Þ Have wow 
| f Fu . win that ry Ar 
Lt not Ju me i ong er ſion ; be 
t this. d e e my. Fel: ev Sn th 7 fre 
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rity t ore at ſath, is e: mere Sine in 4 wrong 
ee e dete to make 'a bo {Goes 
cordin 9 wition, an imptopet of 8 
1 905 ms a ver de attended With A8 C 
| ane, tar his Ser nn in th that Perfwaſibhi is N at 77 
ving tb Him eh i.'& tg the Neglett of "any Means Which 
No PRA. Pugh which, "if 2 5 iinproved, ae 
ha el d him better“ Buʒjt 
Admitt ris F chat it was an "Abſirdity to ſup 
bolt ng 4 ln ould” be intitled to Bots Wra 
which Way foever he acts with Finckrny; I ſay cat 
this Arguinetit does not come up to the Nome in Con- 
Dir Rp ebene does this Argument conclude? Why, 
' and rk no more'than this, wiz. That 
10 e Biſon al be Dau. Bur is this the Queſt Y, 6 
on? G 15 the Whole of 9 25 Lordſhip hath f he. 
maintait'd? Why. ſo rag of his Lordfhip oxce A idle — 
n ere . 20," fays he, 45 batt Ton INS 
{6 mg I ſap. Sp wot Z au hone ter, *: 
ian” in the Integr tegrity of bn 1 der 150 at e that: ight 
which © not the Beſt=——<Abpighry God WIr vor confima 
DEAN hints He the TD fm ing what he was not able t 


þ OD 3 
— n , 
SIVA „ * 


2 ** 


fer 


wat 4 
NC 


= - —_— — tens 
"by Ibid. n P. 103 W 


(49) 


e. But let us hear bis Lordſhip's general Principle 
* aſh e more. The Favor, of God follows Sincerity Coxsibr- 
pr ir Murr as such and corſequently.. Equally folows every 
fi of 1 4 QUAL. Decxze: of Sincerity. "The Meaning of which, 
2235 Ks: L have alrcady ſhewn, is plainly this; That in diſ- 
ad : Penling his Favoure, God has us Regard to ay ching 


ſe 6f | 


— ar). ur the Sincerity of a Man's Heart, and that therefore al 
*BY 4 Wincere Ferſons have a. Rigbt of Title to an eual Pe- 
up” gree for Share of God's Favour. Noi if his. Lordſhip 
by a can ſee no Difference between cheſe two Aſſertions, 1 


m ſorry for it 3 for ſurely: there is a very. wide one, War 
V cls: it were true that al Perſons ho are not damned arc 
Fatitled to an egual Share of God's Favour] Can rus 
hen be affirmed; or can it not? Why, this too IL. amn 
ling to try. Only let it he obſerved that his Lord- 


Uſe  Wfaip's NeworsrrartION is not:quite done withal, as; fal: 
tion. ing manifeſtly ſhort of the Pbint to be proved. Th 
Wrong hich his Lordſbip (as it is now ſuppoſed) has proved 
Gs ac: py his Argument is, That no fincere Ferſan SHALL Bk DAM7 
"God's Pb. The Doctrine built upon this, Argument, and 
Ircun* vhich therefore ought to be prove by it, to male it 
t at 4 poncluſive, is, That al fincere Penſons are IxITtEU to 
which FAL SnanE of God's Taueur, Whether:this latter Aly 
| wouls ertion can be maintained, or not, is now the Queſtion, 


ut this muſt be determined not by that Argument, 
yr Arguments of another Nature. e. 


but 
013207017 9D 
And here without any more ado, I am willing to ſup- 

poſe the Meaning of the Queſtion to be this, v. Whe- 
Fer a/ Perſons who are not in a State ot Condemnation, 
Fre entitled to an equal Share of God's Favour, natwith- 
ſtanding any Difference that there is between them with reſpect 
"> ter PaRTICcUEAR Methon, or REIT N which they, each 
7 there, folluw. This you'll ſay, perhaps, is a very large 
Conceſſion to one that deals ſo much in DRMoNSsTRAT I. 
Pxs. For according as his Lordſhip has ſtated the Mat- 
er, tis plain, that he hath left no Room for God Al- 
mighty in diſpenſing his Favours in a Life to come, to 
ake any Difference between one Man and anothet upon 
2 he Account of their Moral Qualificaticus, His Lord- 
ip I preſume, will not a” to affirm, that all yo 
a 2 Ons 


ſons who-are facere'!In thei Perſwafſonr, and act accor- «/ 
ding ta hat they ate thus ſincerely" perſwaded of, do 
yet make equal haprovements under thoſe Porſwafions, © If up 
therefore the Favour of God follows Sincerity a ſuch, the 
I. e. If God in diſpenſing his Favours has no Regard to ha 
any thing elſe but Sincerity, then how different ſoever tjñe 
State and Condition of aue ſincere Man may be from the 5 
State of another as to ſuch Improvements, his State as to Te 
the Favour of God muſt be the very ſame. But I am 0 
willing to uſe his Lordſhip with all the Fairneſs imagi⸗- 
nable, and therefore will not ſuppoſe that he intended :e 
any ſuch thing, becauſe I hope he does not believe any be | 
fuch thing, and becauſe it was no way ſuitable to the? 

Matter he was upon, to have affirmed any ſuch thing 7 
The Caſe of a Man's chufing in the Sincerity of his the 
Heart, a wrong Method of Religion, was the Caſe in non 
Hand; and it is upon his Reſolution of this Caſe, that 
tris general Rule is founded. If therefore the Aſſertion 
can be made good i this Reſpet?, it anſwers his Lord- 
ſhip's. End. Whether it can or not ſhall therefore be the 
only Queſtion, and I think it may ſoon be reſolved by 
the Help of a few plain Propoſitions, the Truth of? 
which 1 hope will not be diſputed.” | 


The Propoſitions are theſe, vis. ; 
1. That he who is intitled to the Rewards of the GCof 


pel, is untitled to a greater Share of God's Favour, than he! 


| 2. That no one can have a Tule to the Rewards of: 
the. Goſpel by Vertue of his own Merits, but only thro 
the Merits and Satisfattion of Jeſus Chri m. 


tg That Jeſu Chrif? having procur” d theſe Rewards fo 
us, he may diſpoſe of them upon what Terms and Condi 
e hel plegſeyic riff eee 3; 


L 
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2ccar- I © F % A nid) 
of; do „ That whareyer: Tirms or Condivies have been fixed: 
ws, If Ra. by Jeſus Chriit for the obtaining theſe Rewards, 


-fach, thoſe Conditions muſt be — or otherwiſe we 
ck 4 have no Title to theſe Rewards. ; 17 0 


7ex the 

m the 5. That there i u uber Way of knowing upon what 
as to Tem S Jeſus Chriſi has propo Ted the Rewards of. the. 
t Lam Goſpel, but by his poſitive declared Will. 


in Tian the paſeive. Alen 3778: of Jö canin can 
ve any be learned ro Where but from the Goſpel. 1 
to the? 
thing. 7. That therefore 0 one has, or can have a Ti tle to 
of his the Rewards of the Goſpel, but he who ada the Gondi- 
Yafe in tion, ie down in the __ | 3 
e, that | 
ſſertion RI 
; Lord-M The Queſtion now therefore is, whether Scar 
be the be the Ox x Condition required in the Goſpel, in order 
ved by o give us 4 Title to the Rewards of the Goſpel. And. 
ruth of when his Lordſhip has once proved that it is, * will lay 
my Hand upon my Mouth, and not ſay one Word more. 
But this as yet he has not ſo much as attempred ; and 
Ihe was ſenſible, I ſuppoſe, that it would be in vain. 
he Conditions there laid down are Fairn in Feſms Christ 
and his Doctrine, and Oszpitncs to bis Laws and Com- 
the Gof wa. Theſe are inculcated upon us over and over; 
than he but no where do I find any Promiſes made to Sidckkrrr 
Fexclufrve of theſe. No where can I learn, that he who in 
Mee Integrity of his Heart ſhall fail in theſe Conditions, is 
wards off qually me to the Favour of God, with him who in the 
nly thro me IJutegrity ſhall fulfil them. If bis Lordſhip can find 
,, Many ſuch Texts as theſe, I ſhould gladly ſee them pro- 
Z duced: Bur till then, I ſhall not be afraid to affirm, 


wards fol chat (by any thing God has been pleaſed hitherto to 
nd Candi reveal to us) no Man can be certain, that he is inti- 
led to the Rewards of the Goſpel, any farther than he is 
Pertain of his having believed — — as the Goſpel com- 

4. Tha mand. ou Juſtice and Mercy of God, which w_ 
| ip 


(22) 
ip conſtantly appeals to, cannot in the leaſt hel 

my Pot his He ͤ e dave if Reꝛdoex d nun thoſe 
who-have always ufer tHeit beſt Endeiv outs toiſerve 
_ hity, Xto'-iva wrong Way: Hiscae will beconſpis 
cuous, if he rewards their Vincevity wth more than they! © 
can claim; but neither Juſtice nor Mercy require that he 
ſhould reward them ber — — revvatds 

thoſe wh have inderely and honelblyderved him in tha 
Way which he has: proferived:: That God may. dò this, 
if he pleaſes, I deny not. But this I ſay, that he has 
not Bo bm by Had n ſo ſo do do- dad that whathe | 
attualy intends in this Caſe, he haviner thought fit any 
where. to reveal. Therefore I dare not ſay even that 
God til have no/Rozard to the r hiʒ³ͤt Religion a Man 
Ras fellowed; in dnpenſing the Rewards of à Life to 
come. I dare not affirm, that he has reſerved uo grenter 
Degree of Glory for fincere Chriſtians, than he- has for 
ſincere Jews, Turks, or Heathens; nor for ſincere Orthodox 
Profefſors, than lot the *forceroly Emoneom. I think” it 
much more decent and mbdeſt in M, to fir down con 
tented with whit 1 find revealed, and to leave Set 


(we may aſſure Our (ves): he will deal by all hereafter | 


in ſuch à Manner as that bone fall! have. Occaſion: to 
complain, yet he will not be cied down by ſuch Rules as 
even” rhe Ma Neu up among the Sons of Men ſhall 
afSichaid think e th redes for im 1 


Hut if this be the Gaſe; Di If mne have: a Tale 10 
de Rewards of th&Gofpet b vb wd ave in the Right, | 


tben none can be ſective of ib he upon Earth,- becauſe none cas: | 

be infallibly or abſol. e (that they are in the Right) W- 
without the Poſrbilitysf Being miſtaken}. This Conſequence 
his Lordſhip it ſeems does not like, and therefore de- 
cares ( fen Hawiset ry that H will ne put HIS O WW 
Salvation up Hf being e#1abvaly in the Right till he is cevtain | 
i biy du INF AE AHT, (Ve. till he is infallibly Iufalli- 
bRY wy enn be ſee u, Comfort (upon rhis Principle) for 
he most fucere and oſs deſerving Chriſtians, Had it been | 
1 262.26 WH das dre 2 Irmer dt) 
| 1 Sekt. 19. F 93.19 (0) idb Sect. a1. Peter. * . | uh 
12 1 ; eld 
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(23) : 


1664.20 hit Zondſbip to have fixed and tetermil d:fob hings 
felf the Condirzons of his Salvation, ſueh a Speech might 


E have well becom him; but ſincs ite as gt, he muſt for 
Jought I know be content with ſuch: à Tirle as the Condi» 
Sims laid down by Almigbhty Cod wilb afford him. And if 
his Lordſhip can find , unfor without being infalibly 
certain:that he: has this Title, his Condition is really ito 
bel pitied and lamented: i Even hir own. Termgiwithnot 
afford him a ſure Grommd; for ſo long as he Hears & 
Aeceiful (and we are told, and we find; that its deceite 
ſul above all things) ſo long will it be! 4 bſe for a 
Man to be infallhh certain of his o Sincgrity, and con- 
ſequentiy ſo long iti muſt be impoſſible ( according to 
his Lordſhip's ohn Principle) for him to be. tufalibly-cer- 
PA; his own Satfvation;- But it any thing 10 than - 
falibly will ſarisfp us Lordſhip, I think verily that the 
erms of Salvation as they are now ſtated, will admini- 
er a ſufficient Ground for Comfort. For 1. So ſure as e- 
. ery Man is that he has always acted with Sincerity, ſo 
Jure he may be that he ſhall not be condemned. 2. So (ure 
alſo as a Man is of this, * may heibe of meeting 
With a good Rætward. But then 3. to Thoſe who. are 
or diſpoling of Men of al Religions in the Kingdom of 
hriſt hereafter, as they would tain have them diſpoſed 
f here in the Kingdom of Meg, i. e. upon an equal Foot; 
ho will not be comforted unleſs they, tho' they ſhould 
Happen to be never ſo muck in the Wrong, may promiſe 
Whemſclves the ſame Hare of God's Favour, the ſame Re- 
Wards hereafter, withthoſe who are never ſo much in 
In the Right, and this too in the way of Claim and 
ile; I ſay, to Men of ſuch Comprebenſtue Principles as 
” WMcſe, I have no Cort to give, and that becauſe I am 
Ferily perſwaded that the Goſpel has given them none. | 
L have remarked theſe few Things, 1. For the Ho- 
our of the Learned and Reverend the Committee, with 
vhom (to ſpeak modeſtly) I think his Lordſhip has not 
lealt very fincerely in this Diſpute about Sincerity. 2dly, 
ad moſt principally, For the Honour of our common 
—ord and Maſter Jeſus Chriſt, upon whoſe Wiſdom I 
left hink it is no ſmall Reflection to ſay, without any War- 
| rant 


wa 


OT. 
, | 


(24) 


rügt from hims: thr tho he came on Pi 


that tho Putpoſè to teach 
ug New Religion, tho he hàs taken Care by bis A- 
palties;: and by his: Miniſters which be hath appoin- 
tec co continue to the End ot the World, to pto te 

edel in 


this Religion, and to keep Men ſound and 
the Faith and Practice of it, to ſay, notwithſtand ing 
all this, that this very Religion is init e not à ſurer or a 
ketten Ma to Salnation than any other. :3d)y And Laſtly, 
To en Men earveſtly to ſtudy and endeavour | 
the: Knowledge of the Truth. For tho" tis a 
good Encatiragement ta Men to-do: this, to let them 
knowithat they ſhall for this Reaſon, tho they ſhould 
happen to be in che Wrong, be rewartrled wel, yet it is a 
better to ſay, that if their Endeavouts ſhould lead them 
into the right Way, they ſball, ſo far as we can judge by 


the revealed Will of God, be rewarded bereer 
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